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15/28/2004 - n\ uil. — T5T3pP -1995 if 2jsrm?TtPr?T PPfRjcxp £PqT 3Tp?PnFr, 1975 3ft? ^TT^ecP 

(Prfer cR^art tr pthtit tr mi<mM epj srr^PeR ^ zrj# pan srfci 

pRJWcft, 1995 (fvjp^r i^d<4!Wld PRJTITSoft cpgl nPI f) Pp £PTP P ^ f?ff^: 

snfstorrft (PrP ^mci srPrppft cp^r w #) P f ^ pPrt 3wPept sfR R-un^ (f^p% ^d^sdid 

$ Pel ^ 3T5TPT P?T % ftPPftp PfSIT^ciR TcTTTT^ (fupft IJcf^TT^TcT cR§ 
cPFI fRT t) ^ 3TRTRTf PT Pi i?P i| I cH cf> ?Jc^P cTTP? Pp PppTP?T PRcT ^ 14 3FRcT, 

2003 efft 3TpRjERT TTO 17/1/2001 P> gNT 3Ppf 3TpFT PpP cj 1^J|IH 3lPRJpRT ppT/ 0 \ 


3fR 3Ri% fclPP 27 pH, 2003 cjft tfPTTSJccP 3T^RJ^RT TIO 49/2003 pi dFfiTR PT^ T7 
PliMij|dT<p MlddM ?pP PTTPJT PPT sit | 

2. TD^STT 3> foTUf 3TffHl 


tetr cfc PW f^fe: JTTfteft pRT PRcR WTM PpP ePTFf Pp PRRP P>t Wf-TO PT 
^T^rran Pitt pttpt 3tPPrt 13fp p^p ^ prt ^ 3ptiR qT ^ ?rr «rrcT ^ ^ ptrit t 

^ TRcPR cpt TR^cT TJcpR c£ ^P <$ 3Tf^Tm «Pt TfW Ppq PTfP cPT 3pf%RI P#f 

^ 1 STPPTP etef ^ Pt, JTTppprff Pik; i^dslcg tf^RPK gKI TT'PpfT efft 3TTP?PcpdT PP 
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^chR l cHcE TjEET % 3TTER E? RTE ERET SplPRT t; E?% %T PtEEETETET ETEEM 
% 3T%7TER % ETE % ddStfEd WT EET Ft, E% ETSE <pT WE ERE % PR ETcJEM 
^(-<E cRt cTPJ RIET 3EE?EE? FT, ET ETT? ETET %T FEFt ET v3 E A Eft<%E ERp ET FE EtEt % 51% % 
ET1% EF^ TFT xR1<Pl ^TEffrT eft TTETEET Ft I 

FE^EE ETEETEt % 3EJ7TR ^pf% RE % EET p!%cEE ETEE: ^0 3H^t3TtEr ERR P Epcrftfa 
EPPkfM cp E^RR 3!%#%T ETEEM %t WEEP T%teTT ^ 3PfTTE f%ET t I 

3. R%5TT P 3TTER 

3T%EET EE EF ETET t PE ETEE TJE 5T% PPi E^t PkPlET ^ EEp<T mR<%H f3TT t ERTE> EE% 
eTRJ ETcFRtsft EJEET E%5TT ERE! ETTE^EET t ! EF ETET fcEET EET t f% PxftE E% 2002-03 P 
' JJERRT 3TEERfkT 3lk <£PTEEET feTO ERI f%ET EET PETfcpE EdWl^F EE EEEEE 25481 Pt. EH ET I 
3T%EET EE ETET % % HFTfP Hp 2002-03 % 2003-04 EE EETTEE P E5ER 1% EE Ep iff t 
f%HJ 3THfP P ftfffTET 616 PlfcHEE W P WEER 702 W[ RfciEE pi Ept Pt pRpP 14% Ep 
t I 3 TtPeET EH EF Pt ETET t Pp PTElfcPE ERtEFF Ep ^HlfPH 5TEET Hp 2002 % EEHTE 
23760 Pf. EH EF dPt t hP? EEET%ET 100% % 3T%E t EEtfPr Ep 2002-03 P EETTEE EE TEE 
25481 Pf. EE 3fft 2003-04 P 25784 Pt. EH ET 1 FRpR EFpH 3TEET sPPEkTH EHTTEE EE 
TFT t Elk E7TE? ERT 5TEET P EE EETTEE Hpf t I ETT^EE ^ EF % ETET feET t f% ERE ^ PtETfeT 
EvfRlFF EP ETE ETEEE 57000 %. EE/ET%E t 1 EET%, ET7E P E^[ %%%EI3Tt (^ETEE ETeEEcftET 
%T, EkrEETRE TTEER 3tk TJTT 3TR TJE tcT.) EE %^ET ET%E EETTEE ET TEE ETEEE 30.000 %. EE 
EE t I E%| ETE ^TT cRT% % fcTE ERE E TRflEET EFrTE E'dER P cE 7 ^ ElEE%?Jt $ ETE^E 

PrEI^T EeflE'F'S EE 3TTETE ET% % ERE t I EEEE%t P E^ TTEE P F% % ETE^E 
3FEfl 8TEET # E^f E^t t f%TRt EF TT%E PlcTET t f% ET%E ETEE % EET t Rt E^ 
EWtE EP 3EET EETTEE EE fcRER ERp % TTE? T% # 1 3TFtEcE P EF % EFT ET f% ETE Ep 3TE% % 
ETETE ETEIR P 5^% t I ^cET HE% % WT E%% 270-250 ThPeP FTcR/%. EE sft, 

E%IE 3TE EFER 650 FTeR/%. EE Ft E% f 3lk EpEct EE%t WT % F% RR E7 E% 

^ I 3TRIEE7 EE EF % ETET 1? %> F*T 'db'41 E^lddl vf EF TTE% PfcTE EEc^ 8£lVl EE ETEE Et EERT 
Epf 5T% E# Ft # I EF TJpRT %>ET EET # f% e 4 2004 % E^TE ERF ^ fcTJ %El^E 
Eeik l ^ 3fTEE %Etd E%TcT %fT ERTTE ET feR 655 FTER/%. EE 3fR EEET TRETE % %R T 611 
FTeR/%. EE aP i 

4. ETTE ^JTTETTE 

cTP]; EETEI eP TT%5E E?T 3TTE?EEkTT % EEE P E%E%d EPfkr%El ETT Tf%E ^ ET%EET 
FE EE^cT TTEE7REET EtR ETt 5TT%ET% EE EF HTEET t f% EE^EF %EETEcft % 

pTEE 23 % ETE E%F #ET^dET (TmTEH) ETPlPTEE Ep ERT 9ET{5) % WMEmI % 3TJER, 

qRclP'd tlPP^P% % E^EER EE^EE STPt^EET % 3TJFTR eTETTT E^ ETEE%&tt ^eET Ep EGFEpT 
ERktarr eret ePet t 1 
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14 3FHtT, 2003 <£\ 3Tf^HT Tf. l7/1/2001-'Sl'4l^«l iJRF to 3tfcR to mR^IIhI ^ toS^T 
cfJT Pltfa ? cRf M^dld Rff^r FUf^cM'Sl IJcT^SNI f-KI Hl^-R 'd^lSTT 3?F S^illd cRrF "f 

ffr cRFI W?T <Rto fo^ to tol toto to Wwg $> to $ SWcJT cfgt $ 

McF?T ftaFT?ofcT dtol^ £ 3FTJJTcTt fto ^ cFW ^ 3TTcTW t \ *X ^ 

CR^F ITT to toto tom^Ttototocfrtoto'ST ^ ^ ^ 1 

5. ftxJltofa ^qK 

^ MFm ^ cfto toT 3 tocT ftofci tolto t ^ 

^W ecfr tfto totfto ^ 5m 3^ c£ 3WTO 29 * U 290312 00 to 

Vtor £ toto w t 1 <to ^ ^ wm* t ^ 

toff to^ 1 

6. sifto 

SRI ^ ftftfft #1 ^1 ft; oti to 3* Twra sr% ft fc^ ^fts w 
otmr *A ^ ^ atrawcB t. uft ftt Bsrai *i ftftiftt tern ^n t 

cfot WcT^T % i 

(i) Mtan ft fftftf 14 OTR3, 2003 ftl aft^ ft. 17/1/2001-#« ft RPft 
TFf^sfl cHt SllP-ld toT yTT^Tf l 

(ii) 5« Tiftter ft sraftraft -ra eft aftS 1 afftr. 2003 * 31 art 2004 wti 

TOTft, aft ft ftRftro ft fto? aft 2000-2001 ft 2003-2004 W ft nft ft! 

^llRlel fcP^JT 'dI ^ J 11 I v 

(iii) totototoftotot 1 

(iv) to I to $ fto 6,7,8,9,10,11,16,17,18,19 cWT 20 ^ mm 

3PW totoft tocF to toter tol to l 

6,1 '^xFHT H^d "Uj'idl 

to $ RraW r, w ^ ^ ^ 

3TRXTcT^t 3fK Wte3Tt cT^TT ^ ^T ^ M ^ fcRIT vFT ^ 

^xpft mm * tit* ^t ^ jrcger ^ ^ ^ f^rf^T 

3FcFTTd cRF^ 1 

juto^t, ^ W£ hsiR^Ii'oW, ^ ^ ld4, 

grf^F f^rm, ^fm WT, - noon ^ 91-11-23014418 

5Rj effF# ^F ^ ^ ^ ^ to f^SFtf^T ms % ^ 

f«d ^T ^ to * Ttto ^ t i ^ ^ <"* 5nto^ ^ ^T5F^ 

Tfrxto fto t efr to ^r ^ 3Tntor toR mgs. f^n ^fht mm 

t ftRF wcf ^ vtfM ^ toto tor ^ w w^tt i 
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6.2 ter - 


cRfcfR TFfteTT ^ TRftfa ehtf T£ERT cT^fT 'tJHdl^ c£ fepr cf^ 3T^Ttej JUfeTcRfr 
^T^cRf TT TrtftSTT 3T^Tg^RT ^ MJTRTcT ^ ?TT^3 Wc^TT (40) f44t 

tffar t§ti tnf|^ \ ■qft f^rerfRcf wf-#rr ifcrc cRf tjyrt 3trt r# Btrfr f stsrt 
JTra ^RT £ TTt Pllqcc RTfe/cR^t f^TRt 4> 3TJTIT? Rcb[^ Tf TTTWt cfr 

3TRK W 3TR HIP bf^TPT Rmi>5 Time) it I 

6.3 WJ^cT <ET frftsWT 

6(7) 4? 3T^K cptf ift fed«l<£ Rcif vJTF TII^Hplm TR^of cR ftfteRT cfj^ 
TRnft t f^RT^ SRI fskl<4<£ gRT ^ TRST ST^eT fcRr tr ^^rjf £ 

3Ptr^fRl 3T?T ^ ^ # I Tff^- C^tf f£d4<g RR? Sllcl^ch TjTHI \j^I% ^ TRf cfRcft ft ^JT 
^f%RT TFR 4> 4tcTT ^ 37RSTT yj'Hci*! H# gRTcft t ^ 4 SRlfej qiqr ^Id4) t eft 

3TT4 TTTT ^Md^I cT22?f 4> STTSTR T7 3R% C#g qRu||i{ qR efty Timd # TT^TT 
4^#? WRTRt ftmfM cRTRcRl f I 


%r?r Vn^ir, RfRe rtt'Wtct 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 28th January, 2005 

INITIATION (MID-TERM REVIEW) 

Subject: Initiation of Mid-term Review of Anti-dumping duty imposed on imports of Methylene 
Chloride originating in or exported from the EU, South Africa and Singapore. 

No. 15 / 28 / 2004 -DG AD— Whereas having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 
1975 as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and 
Collection of Duty or Additional Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of 
Injury) Rules, 1995 (herein after referred to as the Rules), vide Notification Number 
17/1/2001-DGAD dated 14 th August 2003, the Designated Authority (hereinafter 
referred to as the Authority) notified its final findings recommending definitive 
antidumping duty on import of Methylene Chloride (hereinafter referred to as subject 
goods) originating in or exported from the European Union, South Africa and 
Singapore (hereinafter referred to as subject countries). 


AND WHEREAS definitive antidumping duty was imposed on the subject goods 
vide Customs Notification No. 49/2003 dated 27 th March, 2003, 

2. Request for Review 

WHEREAS the Rules require the Authority to review from time to time the 
need for continued imposition of Anti Dumping Duty and if it is satisfied, on the basis 
of positive information received by it that there is no justification for continued 
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imposition of such duty, the authority may recommend to the central govecnment for 
its withdrawal. Notwithstanding the above provision the authority is required to 
review, on the basis of positive information submitted by any interested party 
substantiating the need for a review, provided that a reasonable period of time has 
elapsed since the imposition of the definitive antidumping duty, whether continued 
imposition of the duty is necessary to offset dumping, whether the injury would be 
likely to continue or recur if the duty were removed or varied, or both. 

In terms of the above provision one of the exporters from the European 
Union i.e. M/s Ineos Chlor has filed a request, through the European Commission, 
for a changed circumstances mid-term review of the antidumping duty in force. 

3. Grounds for Review 

The applicant claims that the condition of injury to the domestic industry has 
changed substantially requiring a review of the anti dumping measure in force. It is 
claimed that in the financial year 2002-03, the production of Methylene Chloride by 
Gujarat Alkalies and Chemicals Limited was 25481 MT. The applicant claims that 
though the production has increased only by 1 % from 2002-03 to 2003-04 but sales 
have increased by 14 % from Rs. 616 million to Rs. 702 million in the same period. 
The applicant further claims that the installed capacity for Methylene Chloride had 
since 2002 remained at 23760 MT and utilization has been more than 100 % as 
production levels had reached 25481 MT in 2002-03 and 25784 in 2003-04, 
therefore, the domestic industry is producing at its maximum and is not suffering 
under utilization of the capacity. The applicant has also claimed that the demand for 
Methylene Chloride in India is approximately 57000 MT/ annum, however, current 
annual production levels in India for the domestic manufacturers ( Gujarat Alkalies 
Ltd., Chemplast Sanmar and SRF Ltd.) lie at approximately 30000 MT. In order to 
meet the domestic demand, the user industry in India is obliged to import Methylene 
Chloride, in spite of the Anti-dumping duty currently in force. The domestic 
producers have not increased their capacity in spite of growing domestic 
consumption, which suggests that there are elements other than alleged dumping 
which are impeding the domestic industry from expanding their production. The 
applicant also stated that prices on the market have doubled since the period of 
investigation. At the time of imposition, prices were in the range of US $ 270- 
350/MT, these prices have now increase to US $ 650/MT and have remained at this 
level for'a considerable period of time. The applicant claims that these high prices 
would indicate that the domestic industry is not suffering any injury on account of 
dumping. It has been informed that the average export price to India for Methylene 
Chloride during 2004 was $ 655/MT for packed product and $ 611/ MT for bulk 
product. 


4. Initiation 

Having regards to the positive information provided by the applicant 
indicating changed circumstances necessitating a review of the measure in force, 
the Designated Authority now considers that a mid-term review of the Anti Dumping 
Duty is appropriate in view of the changed circumstances, in terms of the provision 
of Section 9A (5) of Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act 1995 read with Rule 23 supra. 

Having decided to review the final findings notified vide Notification Number 
17/1/2001-DGAD dated 14 th August 2003, the Authority hereby initiates the 

3 )£■ Cflos-Z 
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investigations in terms of the Rules, to review whether continued imposition of the 
duty on imports of Methylene Chloride originating in or exported from the European 
Union, South Africa and Singapore, is necessary to offset dumping, whether the 
injury would be likely to continue or recur if the duty were removed or varied, or 
both, 

5. Product under Consideration 

The product involved in the original investigation and the current review is 
Methylene Chloride falling under heading No. 29031200 in Chapter 29 of the First 
Schedule to the said Customs Tariff Act and ITC HS Classification. This 
classification however, is indicative only and in no way binding on the scope of the 
present investigation. 


6. Procedure 

The investigation will determine whether continued imposition of the duty is 
necessary to offset dumping, whether the injury is likely to continue or recur if the 
duty were removed or varied, or both. 

(i) The review will cover all aspects of Notification 17/1/2001-DGAD 
dated 14 ,h August 2003. 

(ii) The period of investigation for the purpose of this review will be 1 st 
April 2003 to 31 st March 2004. However, injury analysis shall cover the 
years from 2000-01 to 2003-04. 

(iii) The countries involved in this investigation are the European Union, 
South Africa and Singapore. 

(iv) The provisions of Rules 6,7,8,9,10,11,16.17,18,19 and 20 of the Rule 
supra shall be mutatis mutandis applicable in this review. 

6.1 Submission of Information: 

The exporters in subject countries, their governments through their 
embassies in India, the importers and users in India known to be concerned and the 
domestic industry are being addressed separately to submit relevant information in 
the form and manner prescribed and to make their views known to the: 

The Designated Auf ority 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping and Allied Duties 

Ministry of Commerce and Industry 

Department of Commerce 

Udyog Bhavan 

New Delhi-110011. 

Fax: 91-11-23014418 
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Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the 
investigation in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below. 
Any party making confidential submissions before the Authority is required to file a 
non-confidential version of the same, for placing the same in the public folder for 
inspection by all other interested parties to the investigation. 

6.2 Time Limit 

Any information relating to the present review and any request for hearing 
should be sent in writing so as to reach the Authority at the address mentioned 
above not later than forty days (40 Days) from the date of publication of this review 
notification. If no information is received within the prescribed time limit or the 
information received is incomplete, the Designated Authority may record its findings 
on the basis of the facts available on record in accordance with the Rules supra. 

6.3 Inspection of Public File: 

In terms of Rules 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public file 
containing non-confidential version of the submissions made by other interested 
parties before the Authority. In case an interested party refuses access to. or 
otherwise does not provide necessary information within a reasonable period, or 
significantly impedes the investigation, the Authority may record its findings on the 
basis of the facts available to it and make such recommendations to the Central 
Government as deemed fit. 


CHRISTY FERNANDEZ, Designated Authority 


Printed bv the Manager, Govt, of India Press, Ring R™'. N ' e * I>elhi.n0064 
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